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Introduction
Understanding how and why social groups differ in their political preferences and behaviour is of central importance to the understanding of how political systems function. Social scientists have mapped the association between social groups and party preference over time and between countries for a long time, in particular for the class cleavage (e.g. Franklin et al. 1992; Knutsen 2006; Nieuwbeerta 1995) . The class cleavage has attracted renewed attention lately, both within and outside of academia, with the election of Donald Trump and the Brexit vote (Evans 2017: 177) . The latter is even described as an expression of the democratic class struggle (Evans and Tilley 2017: 201) .
Descriptions and explanations of the variations in the macro phenomenon of class voting, both between countries and over time, have often been based on more or less untested ideas about the mechanisms that operate at the micro level: In other words, exactly why belonging to a specific class affects an individual's propensity to vote in a certain way. In the following, I first describe the most dominant view on class voting. I then employ supply side perspectives to argue that the role of political values will vary between party families. Third, the article identifies relevant political values, before testing the role of these values in twelve countries. The findings are in line with the theoretical expectations.
Finally, implications are discussed.
Class and political values 2.1 The theory: Class voting is a question of different political values
The most important accounts of the relationship between social groups and voting assume that this relationship is due to the social groups' different values. The Michigan school, for instance, theorise that social-structural variables affect social-psychological attributes such as political attitudes and partisan identification, which then affect vote choice (Campbell et al. 1960 ). This is similar to the view expressed in the seminal work of Lipset and Rokkan (1967) , who claimed that social structure affects people's interests and values. This account is also dominant in newer research. Evans and de Graaf (2013: 16) , for instance, state that "…the class-party choice association is assumed to be explainable via voters' positions on a dimension of 'economic left-right ideology'." Knutsen (2017: 9) claims that the basic causal model in both "Inglehart's group polarisation hypothesis and Kitschelt's model (…) can be understood as being focussed on the indirect effect from social structure via value orientations to party choice."
This dominant perspective on the relationship between class and party preference is reflected in the very definition of a cleavage, as stated by Knutsen and Scarbrough (1995: 494) . First, a cleavage is based on long-lasting social divisions that create objectively identifiable groups within a society -like classes or religious denominations. Second, the 4 members of these groups share a common way of life, giving rise to shared value orientations within the groups. Finally, a cleavage needs to be organizationally institutionalised, for instance in a political party or a church. Class voting, in this view, is based on the fact that classes differ in their political values, which again affects their party preference. While much literature looks at the effect of class on values, there are few empirical tests quantifying the importance of this mechanism relating class and political preferences. Hence the first research question in this article: To what extent do political values account for the association between class and party preference?
The behaviour of parties influence the role of political values
Building on the value model of class voting, the phenomenon requires that classes differ in their political values, but also that these values affect party preference. For this to occur, parties must hold clear positions on issues of relevance to the political values in question.
Much research in the emerging supply side literature of cleavage voting argues and demonstrates empirically that the levels of class voting vary with the polarisation and salience of left-right issues in party systems (e.g. Elff 2009; Evans and Tilley 2012; Jansen 2011; Evans 2014, Spies 2013) . As Evans and Tilley (2017: 159) put it, "if the parties all offer the same economic policies, why would someone's view on economic policy affect their vote?" However, not only the strength of class voting, but the very mechanism through which class is associated with party preference, should be affected by party behaviour in much the same way. Class can also have a direct effect on party preference (e.g. Weakliem and Heath 1994: 256) , for instance due to group identity, and the degree to which the effect of class is Then, I will specify hypotheses for the different political values and different party families.
Which political values?
Values are here defined as 'conceptions of the desirable which are not directly observable but are evident in moral discourse and relevant to the formulation of attitudes ' (van Deth and Scarbrough, 1995: 46 The classic view is that this is a matter of economic left-right values de Graaf 2013: viii, see also Evans 2017: 189-190) . Among other factors, the classes' different economic interests (e.g. McKnight 2006, Brooks and Svallfors 2010) , promotional prospects (Evans 1993 ) and work conditions (Bengtsson et al. 2013 ) yield differences in their economic left-right values (e.g. Svallfors 2006 , for a brief review see Evans and Tilley 2017: 60) . As such, this value orientation must clearly be included. Here, I focus on the two cultural value orientations that are directly linked to the rise of the two major, new party families of Western Europe the last few decades, namely the Radical Right and Green parties.
The first is related to immigration. Attitudes to immigration can be considered as basic orientations and have been shown to be "closely related to and reflect basic values and beliefs about different conceptions of national identity, ethnicity and multiculturalism" (Knutsen 2017: 81) . Economic competition from immigrants affect workers, in particular unskilled workers, both when it comes to domestic competition from immigrants over jobs, housing, and social services, and due to increased competition internationally from countries with lower labour costs (Betz and Meret 2013: 109-11; Oskarson and Demker 2013: 175; Oesch 2008) . The middle class is not negatively affected to the same degree, perhaps not at all, and employers might well benefit from this influx of cheap labour. Not only does the competition over jobs increase due to immigration, but this competition directly and negatively influences the wages of native workers (Bjørnstad 2015) . The classes have clear diverging economic interests when it comes to immigration. Furthermore, the educational differences and occupational experiences of the classes yield differences in levels of tolerance, prevention of scapegoating, and socialisation into specific norms related to avoiding prejudice (Coffé 2013: 138; Ivarsflaten and Stubager 2013: 126, 131; Oesch 2008) . The working class typically have stronger national identities and feel more negatively affected by the cultural threat of immigration (Evans and Tilley 2017: 184) .
For both cultural and economic reasons, then, scholars find class differences in immigration orientations (Dancygier and Walter 2015; Knutsen 2017: 94; Oesch 2008; Oskarson and Demker 2013).
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The other value orientation is environmentalism, which has been described as "the most manifest expression of the 'New Politics' conflict" (Knutsen 2017: 77) . The more privileged classes have solved their basic material needs and are free to focus on less fundamental issues than survival (Inglehart 1997) . Second, the middle and upper classes are considered to be more politically and socially active, and environmental concern could be seen as an extension of this general concern with social problems. Furthermore, environmental regulations can pose a direct threat to the jobs of industrial workers. On the other hand, lower social strata are in general more exposed to environmental problems, at least local ones (van Liere and Dunlap 1980) . Previous empirical work has shown mixed associations between class and environmental concern (Dietz et al. 1998; Gifford and Nilsson 2014; van Liere and Dunlap 1980) . To the extent that the classes differ in their environmentalist values, then, these values will account for class voting for party families that hold clear positions on environmental issues. Knutsen (2017) develops good conceptual and empirical measures for these three value orientations. In this study, I employ these high-quality multiple-indicator measures of economic left-right values, immigration orientations, and environmentalism. See section 4 and the online appendix for more information on the measurement and interrelationship of these value orientations.
The Differential Role of Political Values: Hypotheses
In the analyses, I utilise a modified version of the party family schema of Knutsen (2017) , distinguishing between Communist, Left Socialist, Social Democratic, Green, Mainstream Right, and Radical Right parties. For details on this categorisation, see section 4 and the online appendix.
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As discussed above, the general claim of this article is that political values account for class voting to the extent that the classes differ along the value orientation and to the extent that parties signal their stances on issues of relevance to the value orientation in question. The hypothesis that follows is that the class differences in party family preference will be accounted for by value orientations that are important to the party family. Hence, we need to establish which value orientations that are most important for each party family, using a combination of pertinent literature and a measure of signal strength in policy areas related to the three value orientations. This measure is an additive index combining information on the position and salience of different issues for the parties within the party families, taken from the Chapel Hill Expert Survey. The expert survey covers three policy areas directly related to the economy, namely deregulation, redistribution, and spending versus taxation. It furthermore covers a policy area directly related to the environment and immigration. I estimate the signal strength for each party family within each of these areas to find which value orientation the party sends the clearest signals on (see section 4 for more details on the construction of this index).
The Communists and the Left Socialists are the most leftist party families in economic terms (Knutsen 2017: 40-45) . They oppose market forces and care about public ownership and a controlled economy (Gallagher et al. 2011: 244-250 (Lipset and Rokkan 1967) and these parties 9 are still the main alternative for left-wing voters in most countries, despite the turn to the centre in the 1990s and the electoral losses in the 2000s (Knutsen 2017: 45) . The Mainstream Right, consisting of Conservative, Christian Democratic, and Liberal parties, "oppose the left over state intervention in the economy" (Oesch and Rennwald 2018: 3) and represent the major alternatives to the appeal of social democracy (Gallagher et al. 2011: 260 The Green parties, on the contrary, are not primarily concerned with economic conflicts. They were established in the 1970s and 1980s based on post-materialistic conflicts of values, rather than a materialistic conflict of resources. As the name indicates, they prioritise environmental concern, often at the expense of economic growth or commercial activity (Gallagher 2011: 250-252; Knutsen 2017: 45) . They furthermore hold an unambiguous position on the cultural aspects of globalisation, supporting the cultural opening of European societies (Dolezal 2010: 542) . Using Benoit and Laver's (2006) expert survey, Ennser (2012: 162) finds that this party family is by far the most environmentalist and immigration friendly in Western Europe. My own measure of signal strength also indicates that the Green parties send out the strongest signals when it comes to environmentalism, followed by immigration. Based on this, I expect that (H2) environmentalism and immigration orientations account for class differences in support for Green parties.
Finally, the Radical Right is also not primarily concerned with economic conflict: "As economics is a secondary issue to the populist radical right, the parties instrumentalise it to pursue their primary ideological agenda, i.e. nativism, authoritarianism, and populism." (Mudde 2007: 145) . Oesch and Rennwald (2018: 3) We can calculate separate kappa values for each voting outcome (Hout et al. 1995: 813) , allowing us to study how the importance of value orientations as an intermediate variable varies between party families. The gross kappa (based on a bivariate model) can be compared to the net kappa (based on a multivariate model) to establish how much of the total party group specific class voting that is accounted for by the extra variables -i.e., the value orientations.
In this article, the estimated models are a series of binomial logistic regressions with the dependent variable being voting for a particular party family (e.g. the Social Democrats) versus voting for any other party family. The models include country fixed effects. The kappa value is then simply be the standard deviation of the six class coefficients. The higher the kappa value, the larger the relative class differences in party preference. The gross relative 14 kappa from the first model, which includes only class and vote choice, will be compared to the net relative kappas from the other models, which include the value orientation as control variables. This is similar to the logic applied in Tilley (2015) and Evans and Tilley (2017: ch. 8), although they compare predicted probabilities rather than kappa values. The three value orientations will be included one by one to see how much total party group specific class voting they account for individually. Then, in a final model, they will all be included simultaneously to see how much they account for together.
It is natural to expect that the processes leading the classes to obtain certain value orientations and to obtain certain party preferences are similar in the different countries, as they are derived primarily from individuals' positions within labour markets and production units. The analyses thus are based on pooled data from all the countries that have a party from the relevant party family. The major advantage of this approach is that we can include several countries that are unfit for country-specific analyses, as some countries do not have certain combinations of classes preferring certain party groups. This yields empty cells, distorting the results from the logistic regressions.
However, while similar, the processes just described are not likely to be identical across countries. Magnitude differences across countries could arise due to sociological factors related to the classes, or political factors related to the parties. For instance, the regulation of the labour market or the unionisation rate among workers could affect their leftright values. And as already discussed, the parties' polarisation and emphasis of different issues are likely to affect the impact of the values on party preference. Of course, the theoretical point of this article applies also within countries: I would expect class differences of parties within a country to be accounted for by value orientations to the extent that the party differs from other parties in the party system and to the extent that they emphasise these differences. Both sociological and political factors affect how and why the mediation may 15 vary by country. While beyond the scope of this study, we need future research to both map and explain cross-country differences in the importance of the value model of class voting.
There are two caveats, both related to the fact that I am using cross-sectional data.
First, I cannot ensure that there is no reverse causality. It might be, as Kitschelt and Rehm (2014) suggest, that political values affect the choice of occupation and thus class, rather than the other way around. Second, I cannot ensure that there is any causal relationship at all.
Talking about causality is inevitably hard with cross-sectional data, which is why it is the association between class and voting I have attempted to disentangle.
The idea of causality -and the direction of the causality -suggested in this article is based on theoretical reasoning that have been common in the literature at least since Campbell et al. 's (1960) funnel of causality. For modern works based on the same order of causality, see for instance Bengtsson et al. (2013) or Evans and de Graaf (2013) . In addition, Brooks and Svallfors (2010: 205) state that their findings suggest "little evidence for the hypothesis of self-selection, in which socialization-induced values dispose individuals to choose jobs (and thus class locations) that are most consonant with their preferences."
Results
The results are presented in figure 1. The first bar in each panel ("class") shows the gross total class voting for each of the party families, when no controls are included. As explained in section 4.1, the kappa is simply the standard deviation of the class coefficients: The higher the value, the larger relative differences between the classes in support for the specific party However, given the prominence of the idea that class voting is a phenomenon that is indirect through political values, it is noteworthy that less than half of all class voting in fact works this way. We are clearly in need of more research to pinpoint -theoretically as well as empirically -the exact mechanisms through which class affects party preference.
The major theoretical claim of this article receives strong support: Political values account for class voting to the extent that the classes differ along the value orientation and to the extent that parties signal their stances on issues of relevance to the value orientation in question. As such, economic left-right values account for class differences in support for party families that care about taxing versus spending, deregulation of the economy, or redistribution. Immigration orientations account for class differences for party families that emphasise issues related to immigration policies, and environmentalist values account for 19 class differences for party families that emphasise issues related to climate change and the environment.
Conclusion and implications
The first contribution of this article is to empirically test and quantify the importance of one of the most dominant theories of how class is associated with party preference. Value orientations surely seem to constitute one of the major mechanisms, accounting for somewhere between a fifth and a third of class voting in Western European democracies. Yet, there is still much class voting that remains unaccounted for. One possible explanation for this is that there may be other important value orientations not included here. Another is simply that political values do not make up the whole story about class voting. There are other strands of literature emphasising identity (e.g. Butler and Stokes 1974) , networks (e.g. Huckfeldt 1984, Andersen and Heath 2003) , socialisation into partisanship (e.g. Campbell et al. 1960) , and perceptions of who the parties represent (Evans and Tilley 2017: ch. 7 ). This includes not only policy representation, but also personnel, rhetoric, media coverage, and group appeals Tilley 2017: 163, Thau 2017 ; see also Weakliem and Heath 1994) . Heath (2015 Heath ( , 2016 has shown that the descriptive representation of classes matters for both levels of class voting as well as class non-voting. Voters seem to infer the priorities of the parties not only from their policy positions and the salience of these, but also from e.g. the class background of the candidates. This means that the impact of values could be affected by social representation as well as policy offerings. In any case, it is clear that we need both further theorising of the mechanisms, and more empirical work to establish how much of the class voting that is accounted for by mechanisms pertaining to social networks, material interests, early socialisation, and other factors.
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The findings point us in the right direction when looking for explanations of the variations in class voting over time and between countries. The variations could be due to changes in the effect of class on the political values identified as relevant here; the effect of these political values on party choice; or both.
The second contribution is to study how this varies between party families.
Connecting to the emerging supply side literature, I expected variations according to characteristics of the parties. This was indeed the case. Results differ greatly between the party families, and merging these into a Right and Left category in West European, multiparty systems will yield non-valid results. Crucially, the findings indicate that party behaviour not only influences the strength of class voting, but the role of political values as an intermediate variable between class and party preference.
The recent innovations in supply side explanations may also benefit from taking into account the findings of this article. Parties need to offer programmes that differ in respect to the classes' political values if we are to expect class differences in party choice, and 'parties can and do shape class politics by restricting (or accentuating) the responsive voter's choice set along relevant ideological criteria' (Evans and Tilley 2013: 113) . But these political values include more than only those pertaining to the traditional economic left-right values. Class voting seems to be the expression of values not only related to the economy, but also to immigration and environmentalism. Supply side studies might thus benefit from including the latter two in their investigations; for example, the increased relevance of immigration issues in most Western European countries could potentially lead to an increase in class voting.
In fact, this is what we might expect given recent developments. The financial crisis and the refugee crisis became important in European countries after the collection of the data used in this article. If the two crises have led to an increased salience of issues related to economic left-right values and immigration orientations among West-European parties, class 21 voting may have increased and a larger share of the association between class and party preference may be due to these two value orientations. Future research should test these developments when newer, suitable data is available.
Finally, the framework applied here can easily be used to test other mechanisms. One could study the role of interests by controlling for income, job security or assets and see how much class voting is accounted for, or one could study early socialisation for instance by controlling for the parents' class or education. The framework also works for other cleavages, such as the religious or urban-rural cleavage. In sum, this framework should help with further disentangling the relationship between social structure and voting, and thus make scholars better equipped to understand modern electoral behaviour.
